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Pressure was also cxerted on the manager of onc of the leacing tradimg COMPAnIcs
iavolved in the handling of the Rhodesian sugar; he was told by Britisl officials that
hie, or his company, might be prosecuted under the legislation providing for sanctions
o winst Rhodesia. He rejected the warning. Tiitish pressure was abandoncd oniy
..er the personal intervention of the prime minisier: Dr. (now President) Banda'is
i e (o have couched his objections in the strongest language. .

Liaoowi’s sugar imports make up only a smali part of Rhodesia’s total exports.
Aoy ctaciess, their loss at this juncture would have been a very, scrious blow to the
turnover of Rhodesia’s Chirundu estatcs. L :

Malawi officials cite the fact that no such pressure has been brought to bear
against Zambia, whose sugar refinery obtains its raw supplics from the very samé
Rhodesian sources.. They feel they ave the victims of discriminatory treatment on
the part of Whitchall. Britain’s unwillingness to offer financial help to enable them to
buy sugar from non-Rhodesian sourccs contrasts oddly, in their view, with the lavish
assistance: offered by Mr. Wilson’s government to Zambia—whosé foreign’ exchange
position is much healthier than Malawi’s, N '

All along, Dr. Banda has taken care to keep his relations with the illegal Rhodesian
regimce on an cven keel.  Mr. Tan Smith made an unpublicised two-day visit to Malawi
in March. It is understood that, in exchange for a pledge of ncutrality >’ from

Dr. Banda’s government, he gave an undertaking that no restrictions would be placed

on the {low of Rhodesian funds into Malawi. ‘Thesc are of the greatest importance to
Malawi, in the context of its balancc-of-payments problems. Prominent among

these items arc the transfers of the carnings of Malawian workers. in Rhodesia, which
now come to more than £1 million a year. '

Another part of the bargain was that Mr. Smith would take no action to cxpél

Malawian workers—cstimated at between 75,000 and 100,000—if he eventually decided
to get rid of the 50,000-0dd Zambians: who work in his country. :: He is now reported
to be contemplating thismove. .= - 0 S PO P TSR
Mecanwhile, the sugar disputc':,has served to increase President: Banda’s disquict
about the possible political implications of his country’s reliance on the annual subsidy
from Britain, which this year totals just over £5 million,;, ", ", 0 S
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Tohnson~Fulbright Feud Deepens

The furore over recent, American actions in North Victnam has put thc-_sﬁbtlight
once more on . the relationship between President Johnson and his ‘most vehement

congressional critic, Senator Fulbright. Some weeks ago, the. President tried to cozen

e chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee into approval of the

Asdministration’s forcign aid programme, but'in ‘vain; now, onice again, the gloves ave
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off between theni, A
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Tor a period it was fashionable.in White House circles to decry Tulbright as 2
maverick without real political power, whose criticisms could be summarily dismissed.

In the light of recent events, this, attitude’ no longer holds water,  Contrary to

Administration hopes and forecasts, recent political in-fighting in Washington scems to
have strengthened Fulbright’s position. ‘ SRR AT
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The differences between the two men are of more than personal significance-—
they illustrate vividly the fundamental dilemimas underlying '\mcx iean str .1tcgy and
policies. In simplificd terms the points of issuc are: - . SRR :3 e

- 1. Iulbright’s whole conception of a “flexible » fox‘mgn pohcy, whmh e )
conflicts with the President’s more ¢ 11g1d’ appxo’\ch. ' ' “(_" '

::" 2. Victnam and C‘lmm mcwhbly, ﬂxcsc are thc nnm bcmc of contcntlon
at the moment. ) ‘
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8. The.role of the Central Intelligence Agcncy in rclatlon to tl\c T orexgn B
o Rclauons Commlttcc '

gt i e .\, o N «;N,'v o
A The. nvahy between the jackson sub-commmcc on rntxoml secumy‘u
and Scnator Fulbright's committee. .. - 0 i i e o,

- (i) Fulbright’s philosophy: In general terms, Scnator Tulbrlght s thesis is that
American policy is too rigid, and that as a result the United States'is cstrangmg nearly.

all its allics:. (@) west Germany—Dby * leaning on it " to buy-arms it docs not want;

(b) TFrance—by trying to isolate Genceral de Gaulle; () Canada—by snubbing :Mr.

Pearson over Victnam and Mr. Paul Martin over the way.to handle de Gaulle; and
(d) Bunm——by hmtmg that Mr. Wilson’s govemmcnt is: rcncgmg on 1ts pledges to
Scalo.‘,l b e e e T e it T

But this thesis now extcnds to scicntific miatters.. Tor cxé.mplc,"Dr Jemmc
Wicsner, in- testimony before the Fulbright committee, recently suggested that the

United States.could abandon its insistence on on-site inspections as a pre-requisite of a .

comprehensive nuclear test ban tr caty ~This, however, was immediately. opposcd by
the State Dep'xrtmcnt Dr. Wicsner’s vicw, also held by Fulbright, thatan cast-west
détente should precede a European scitdement, is contemptuously, regarded by -the

department as a misguided * wlhct concept.,
3

- (ii) The Vietnam Issuc The scnator profcsses to be mystified why people
happily accept n"utlonai coromunism > ‘in_Europe, as. divisive of ‘the, communist
world, but 1CJect thxs concept in, the, conte: <t of Vietnam and south- cast Asxa. Hxs

belicf on Vietnam is “that “ the existence of a stlong communist state ‘which’ poscs a

barricr to expansion by aggr essive communist power may bc ,more: dcsxrablg from thc
smndpomt of American interests than a weak non- commumst state
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view. is that cscalation of the.war in Vietnam hardens not merely the resistance
of the North Victnamesc but the Chinese.‘‘ Stalinists ’; he belicves that .a- different
American policy could hasten the day when . “ moderates *?.will ‘prevail in Pcking.

The President’s mtcrplctanon is (or appcars to be) that current dlsumty in Peking -

makcs mtcxvcntxon m Vlctnam cxtrcmcly unhkely‘ o ’:' . RTINS .
R T I PTI It

(iii) The CIA squab‘ble- Members of the Senatc F orcxgn Rcumons Committee
share I’ulbrxght’s strong views.about the use of foreign aid.i. They believe it has ceased

to be a constructive contribution to international welfare and become a mere instrument

of ‘‘ counter-insur, gcncy.”l ~Morc ‘important,. they . resent) the fact that. they are not’

informed about the wctwmes of the Central Intclhgcncc Agency—-—appmcntlyuon

T hc quanel natumlly cxtcnds to the bLSL way of dealing thh Pckmg I‘ ulbnght s
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_#ident Johnson’s instructions.  Moves to sccure the soae kind of bricfing as the
CIA accords to a sclect grovp ol senators from the armed services committee, and the
;:pprop’rimions committees, were turned down with disagrecable hinu_;—-jwluch sc‘cmcd
0 emanate from the White House—that to make such a group of dissidents, privy to
CIA confidences would only lead to information lcakages. e

e e

(iv) *he Jackson Sub-committee: The latest Administration attempt to turn
(e flank of the senator’s conmittee took a devious form. It involved giving a greater
rolc to the Jackson committec.

1
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Scnator Henry M. Jackson’s sub-committec on national sccurity and international ) .
operations has for ycars.been inquiring into the efficiency of American cmbassics abroad ' ’
and their relations with the State Department’s machinery at home. Suddenly, the
Jackson sub-committee switched its attention to broader and larger issues. -

It took tcstimony from Mr. Dean Achcson, General Norstad, Mr. J. Ji"McCloy,
and Professor Thomas -C. Schelling about Nato; and, *in:co-operation: with the
cxccutive branch,” it produced a study of the role of the Warsaw Pact in cast European E ;
affairs.. - Scnator Jackson is a closc 'and loyal associate of the President. e ‘

These dcvelopmcnts prompted Senator Fulbright to complain that the Foreign
Relations Committce was itsclf about to produce sich a study, and he has raised the
issuc of the competence of the other committee to report on these larger political

matters. His question is likely to remainunanswered. . -0 o o

'+ Tt would be unfair to suggest that all the witnesses before the Jackson sub-committee
arc_blind supporters of the President.© ~After all, one of thc members of the’ sub-
committee is Scnator Robert Kennedy. -But, in general, the witnesses have supported a
policy of military firnmness, and taken for granted the pre-eminence’ of ‘the United
States in world affairs, 7.0 T ‘ LS ER E S T R
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l ATTITUDE OF DISDAIN .
" Witnesses before the Fulbright committee, on the other hand, have stressed the
iced for détente, with the Russians, have suggested that General de Gaulle may be _
on the right lincs, and argued that to go on shouldering arms on a massive scale may N ]
not be thc best way for the United Statcs to achicve the Great Society. (For example, R
Professor Henry Kissinger suggested to the Fulbright committee that President Johnson
should consider having talks with de Gaulle, while Mr, McGeorge Bundy said that
Germany could help matters by unreservedly accepting the Oder-Ncisses boundary as !
part of a general European scttlement.  Professor Kissinger added that American - . '
socicty could not bear the strain of dealing with all the world’s major. problems— - L !
- which is onc of Fulbright’s favourite: themes.. ‘The suggested: Johnson-de -Gaulle
mecting was an ccho'of a statement previously made by Senator Frank Church, who
was to some extent echoing Fulbright.): - Co Do e e

Ironically, President Kennedy almost sclccted Fulbright as his Sceretary of ‘{Staté,
instead of Mr. Rusk (and, according to Mr. Arthur Schlesinger, Jater wished he had).
Today, five and a half years later,:Fulbright probably. causes more ‘vexation-in the
White House than any other western ‘political figuré apart from:de:Gaulle. { Some
critics of the Administration «display. disillusion, 'some anger'; but:Fulbright’s attitade
is-onc of disdain—and tlat, apparently, is whatiPresident Johnson ‘finds: especially
hard to take;, i .’)'J:";'.‘"f.ﬁ”'ﬂ”‘, [givey oy G B loe adi doode Lo
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